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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . Claims 1,3-16 and 1 8-40 are pending. 

2. In view of the Appeal Brief filed on 9/7/2006, PROSECUTION IS HEREBY 
REOPENED. A new ground of rejection is set forth below. 

To avoid abandonment of the application, appellant must exercise one of the following 
two options: 

(1) file a reply under 37 CFR 1.1 1 1 (if this Office action is non-final) or a reply under 37 
CFR 1.113 (if this Office action is final); or, 

(2) request reinstatement of the appeal. 

If reinstatement of the appeal is requested, such request must be accompanied by a 
supplemental appeal brief, but no new amendments, affidavits (37 CFR 1.130, 1.131 or 1.132) or 
other evidence are permitted. See 37 CFR 1.193(b)(2). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §101 

3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

4. Claims 1, 3-16, and 18-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed 
invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. The current focus of the Patent Office in 
regard to statutory inventions under 35 U.S.C. 101 for machine and manufacture claims is that 
the claims cover only embodiments which necessary meet the requirements to fall within a 
statutory category, i.e., the claims recite physical articles or objects to meet the requirements of 
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being a machine or manufacture. For method claims and claims that recite a judicial exception 
(software), in addition to needing to meet the criteria above, the claim must be directed to a 
practical application. Practical application can be provided by a physical transformation or a 
useful, concrete and tangible result as evidence of it being a practical application. 

Claims 1, 3-4, 16 and 18-27 fail to include any physical articles or objects, and the 
"network platform" in claims 16, 18-27 is software platform (see Specification, page 5, lines 10- 
15). Thus, claims 1, 3-4, 16 and 18-27 are directed to non-statutory subject matter. 

Claims 5-14 are directed to an application programming interface which is an abstract 
idea that is not tied to a technological art, environment, or machine which would result in a 
practical application producing a concrete, useful, tangible result to form the basis of statutory 
subject matter under 35 U.S.C. 101. The claim is just a mere arrangement of data (information) 
without creating any functional interrelationship among the elements of the data structure. 
Therefore, the claimed invention is directed to non-statutory subject matter. Furthermore, the 
"computer readable media" as defined by the specification includes communication media, such 
as data signal or carrier wave. In that event, the claims are directed to a form of energy which at 
present the office feels does not fall into a category of invention. The following link on the 
World Wide Web is for the United States Patent And Trademark Office (USPTO) policy on 35 
U.S.C. §101. 

<http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelines 



4. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U;S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
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obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 1, 3-16, and 18-40 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 

over Cohn et al (Web Programming with Visual J++) in view of Flanagan (Java in a 

Nutshell) further in view of Microsoft Corp (Delegates in Visual J++ 6.0). 

As to claim 5, Cohn teaches an API comprising multiple types related to construction 
user interfaces (In Java, and applets .... Srollbars; chapter 5, page 1 and A Container class ... or 
any other component; chapter 6, page 1. Also see in chapter 5, pages 5, 7, 8 for example of 
public member methods of some classes), classes which represent managed heap allocated data 
that has reference assignment semantics (Buttons class, constructed and use a button ... after the 
button is created the add method is used to add the button to the applet; chapter 5, pages 3-4). 

Cohn does not explicitly teach interfaces that define a contract that other types can 
implement, delegates that are object oriented function pointers, structures that represent static 
allocated data that has value assignment semantic and enumerations which are value types that 
represent named constants. 

However, Flanagan teaches interfaces (LayoutManager, Enumeration) that define a 
contract that other types can implement (java.awt.FlowLayout, this class implements the 
LayoutManager interface; page 250; Also see classes BorderLayout, CardLayout, 
GridBagConstraints, etc. that implements the LayoutManager interface; fig. 19-2), structures that 
represent static allocated data that has value assignment semantic (java.util.Hashtable . . . data 
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structure; page 342) and enumerations which are value types that represent named constants 
(java.util.Enumeration; page 342). Cohn suggests that this book does not include the basic of the 
Java language, and Flanagan is a good API reference for Java language. Therefore, it would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Cohn and Flanagan because Cohn teaches Visual J++ is unique in extending Java 
with the ability to use ActiveX controls from within Java (Introduction, page 12, second 
paragraph), and to fully understand all the methods that are provided by the Java classes in order 
to use them when implementing applications. 

Microsoft teaches delegates that are object oriented function pointers (page 1, first 
paragraph). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the teaching of Microsoft to the system of Cohn and Flanagan 
because Microsoft teaches delegates address many of scenarios that are addressed by function 
pointers, delegates are object oriented, type safe and secure (page 2, see section How are 
delegates different from function pointers) 

As to claim 6, Flanagan teaches the classes comprise a form class that represents a 
window or a dialog box that makes up an application's user interface (java.awt.Dialog, This class 
encapsulates a dialog box window . . . with setLayout(); page 247). 

As to claim 7, Flanagan teaches the form class has multiple members comprising one or 
more of public static properties, public static methods, public instance constructors, public 
instance methods, public instance properties, public instance events, protected instance 
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properties, and protected instance methods (public Dialog (Frame parent, Boolean modal), public 
String getTitle(); page 247). 

As to claim 8, Flanagan teaches the interfaces comprise a button control interface that 
allows a control to act like a button on a form (java.awt.Button encapsulates a GUI pushbutton 
that displays a specified textual label; page 240). 

As to claim 9, Flanagan teaches the interfaces comprise a container control interface that 
provides functionality for a control to act as a parent for other controls (java.awt.Container 
implements a component that can contain other components; page 246). 

As to claim 10, Flanagan teaches the interfaces comprise an editing notification interface 
(java.awt.TextArea, java.awt.TextComponent, java.awt.TextField; pages 267-268). 

As to claim 11, Flanagant teaches interfaces comprise a data object interface that 
provides a format independent mechanism for transferring data (java.awt.fontMetrics, 
java.art.Graphics, java.art.Images; Fig. 19-1 and associated text; page 238). 

As to claim 12, Flanagan teaches the interfaces comprise a feature support interface that 
specifies a standard interface for retrieving feature information from a current system 
(System.getPropertiesO, Font.getFontQ, Color.getColorQ; page 193). 
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As to claim 13, Flanagan teaches the interfaces comprise a message filter interface 
(applet security, java.lang.SecurityManager class defines a number of methods that the system 
calls to check whether a certain operation is permitted in the current environment; page 199). 

As to claim 14, Flanagan teaches the interfaces comprise a handle-exposing interface to 
expose handles (java.awt.Container, getComponents() returns an array of the components 
contained in a container; page 246). 

As to claim 15, see rejections of claims 8-14 above. 

As to claim 3 1, see rejection of claim 5 above. 

As to claim 32-40, see rejection of claims 6-14 above. 

As to claim 1, see rejection of claim 5 above. Cohn further teaches an application 
configured to handle requests submitted by remote devices over a network (server programs, 
requests, clients; chapter 19, page 3, 2 nd paragraph), and an application interface to present 
functions used by the application to access network and computing resources of the distributed 
computing system (Table 17.2; Chapter 17, page 4 and page 1). 

As to claim 3, Cohn teaches the distributed computing system comprises client devices 
and server devices that handle requests from the client devices, the remote devices comprising at 
least one client device (chapter 19, page 1, section the Client/Server Model and page 4, The 
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server program ... as an application). 

As to claim 4, Cohn teaches the distributed computing system comprises client devices 
and server devices that handle requests from the client devices (chapter 19, page 1, section the 
Client/Server Model and page 4, The server program ... as an application). Cohn does not 
explicitly teach the remote devices comprising at least one server device that is configured as a 
Web server. However, web server is popular in the art of the Internet, and Cohn teaches the 
client/server model in the network environment, it would have been obvious a web server is also 
exitsted. 

As to claim 16, see rejection of claim 1 above. 

As to claim 28, see rejection of claim 1 above. Cohn further teaches a computer system 
including one or more microprocessors and one or more software programs (inherent from host, 
client applets; chapter 19 "Client-Server Programming'*, page 1), the one or more software 
programs utilizing an application program interface to request services from an operating system 
(inherent from host and requests from client applets and applications ; chapter 19, page 1 and 4). 

As to claim 29, see rejection of claim 1 above. 

As to claim 30, Cohn teaches receiving a request from a remote computing device, the 
request containing a call to the set of functions (chapter 19, page 3 and page 6, class 
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Ex 1 9aApplicationFrame). 

As to claims 18-27, see rejections of claims 6-15 above. 

Response to Arguments 

In the Appeal Brief, Applicant argued in substance that (1) Cohn does not teach nor 
discuss of an API, (2) there is no motivation to combine the teaching of Cohn and Flanagan, (3) 
Flanagan neither disclose nor suggest functions "grouped into multiple namespaces". 

Examiner respectfully disagrees with the Applicant's arguments: 

- As to the point (1), API as defined and understood by one of ordinary skill in the art is 
the set of function or method calls that can be invoked by applications. Cohn teaches multiple 
public methods for multiple classes (for example of a public member method of a few classes are 
described in chapter 5, pages 5, 7, 8), clearly, Cohn teaches API. Therefore, the arguments are 
not persuasive. 

- As to the point (2), Cohn teaches Visual J++ extends Java. Cohn also said the book does 
not provide the basic of the Java language, nor an API reference. Flanagan teaches basic of Java 
languages with all the information what are they and how to use them in the application. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the art would combine the teaching of 
Cohn and Flanagan for information of how to using Java in Visual J++ with details of each Java 
class and its supported methods. 

- As to the point (3), Flanagan teaches functions are grouped into multiple namespaces 
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(java.lang, java.awt, java.applet; Fig. 19-2, page 239). 

Therefore, the arguments are not persuasive and the rejection is maintained. 

The prosecution is re-opened to address claims that are directed to non-statutory subject 
matter, and re-map to show how each element of the instant application is taught by references. 
No new reference is used in this rejection. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Diem K. Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-3760, The 
examiner can normally be reached on Monday - Friday, 7:30AM - 3:30PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, William Thomson can be reached on (571) 272-3718. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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